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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to an amendment filed 7/14/08. 

2. Claims 15-19, 23-28, 32-37 and 41-56 are pending in this application; and, 
claims 15, 24 and 33 are independent claims. Claims 1-14, 20-22, 29-31 and 38-40 
have been cancelled; and, claims 15, 24 and 33 have been amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 5-1 9, 23-28, 32-37, 41-43, 46, 47, 48, 51 -53 and 56 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daily et al. ("Daily", US 2004/0123320) in 
view of Brown et al. ("Brown", US 2004/0123320), in view of Chi et al. ("Chi", US 
7,028,053 B2), and further in view of Phillips (US 2004/0205504 A1). 

As per claim 15, Daily teaches a method for interfacing with a plurality of images 
comprising displaying the plurality of images aligned relative to one another in rows and 
columns at a first semantic level of a Ul, i.e. example of semantic zooming, wherein 
certain GUI elements are revealed that were not previously visible at the previous zoom 
level (figs. 1 and 8; paragraph [0039]), moving a cursor over one of the plurality of 
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images and enlarging the one of the plurality of images in response to the cursor 
movement (paragraph [0054]). Daily further teaches a method for interfacing with a 
plurality of images comprising clicking on the one of the plurality of images and 
launching a media item represented by the one of the plurality of images (paragraph 
[0059]) and providing additional information associated with the one of the plurality of 
images after enlarging the one of the plurality of images (paragraph [0037]; after 
enlarging the one of the plurality of images via zoom feature, users can see additional 
information such as expanded channel or program information at higher levels of detail) 
wherein said each of the plurality of images represent a selectable media item 
(paragraph [0059]). Daily does not explicitly disclose the one of the plurality of images 
overlapping at least one image. Brown teaches one of the plurality of images 
overlapping at least one image (paragraphs [0047]-[0048]; images may be depicted with 
one image overlapping other images or images may be depicted so that all images are 
entirely visible to the user). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Brown with the method of Daily so that users can 
simultaneously view multiple images and their location for navigational purposes. 

Brown and Daily do not explicitly disclose displaying one of a plurality of images 
together with additional information associated therewith. Chi teaches displaying one of 
a plurality of images together with additional information associated with said one of 
said plurality of images (col. 12, lines 18-20). It would have been obvious to an artisan 
at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of Chi with the method of Daily 
and Brown in order to provide users with a summary of the displayed image. However, 
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Brown, Daily & Chi still do not explicitly disclose displaying one of a plurality of images 
while non-displaying the remaining plurality of images. Phillips teaches displaying one of 
a plurality of images while non-displaying the remaining of said plurality of images 
(paragraph [0008]). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the method of Phillips with the method of Daily, Brown & Chi in order to 
bring focus or indicate the element that is made active. 

As per claim 16, the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing with a 
plurality of images wherein when the cursor is not positioned over any one of the 
images, none of the plurality of images overlaps any other of the plurality of images 
(Brown: fig. 3; paragraph [0047]). 

As per claim 17, the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing with a 
plurality of images, wherein the one of the plurality of images, when enlarged, overlaps 
each image adjacent thereto (Brown: fig. 5; paragraphs [0047]-[0048]). 

As per claim 18, the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing with a 
plurality of images wherein the plurality of images are static (Brown: fig. 5). 

As per claim 19, although the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing 
with a plurality of images comprising a plurality of images representing a movie or video 
clip (Daily: paragraph [0059]), the modified Daily does not explicitly disclose images 
representing movie cover art. Official Notice is taken that images representing movie 
cover art is well known in the art. It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of 
the invention to incorporate images representing movie cover art with the method of the 
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modified Daily given that they provide product branding and are more user recognizable 
than images representing an obscure scene. 

As per claim 23, the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing with a 
plurality of images wherein the enlarging of the one of the plurality of images indicates 
that the one of the plurality of images currently has a focus of an interface and that the a 
media item represented by the one of the plurality of images can be selected (Brown: 
fig. 5; paragraph [0047]; Daily: paragraphs [0054] and [0059]). 

Claims 24 and 33 are individually similar in scope to claim 15 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 25 and 34 are individually similar in scope to claim 16 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 26 and 35 are individually similar in scope to claim 17 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 27 and 36 are individually similar in scope to claim 18 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 28 and 37 are individually similar in scope to claim 19 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 32 and 41 are individually similar in scope to claim 23 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 42, the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing with a 
plurality of images comprises displaying said one of said plurality of images at a second 
semantic level of said user interface including, as said additional information, 
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information associated with said media item represented by said one of said plurality of 
images (Daily: paragraphs [0049]; paragraphs [0039], [0054] and [0055]). 

As per claim 43, the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing with a 
plurality of images comprising: providing a transition effect between said display of said 
one of said plurality of images at said first semantic level of said user interface and said 
display of said one of said plurality of images at said second semantic level of said user 
interface (Daily: paragraphs [0049]; paragraphs [0039], [0054] and [0055]; via repeated 
zooming). 

As per claim 46, the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing with a 
plurality of images comprises displaying said additional information at said first semantic 
level of said user interface (Daily: paragraph [0037]). 

Claims 47 and 52 are individually similar in scope to claim 42 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 48 and 53 are individually similar in scope to claim 43 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 51 and 56 are individually similar in scope to claim 46 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

5. Claims 44, 45, 49, 50, 54 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Daily et al. ("Daily", US 2004/0123320) in view of Brown et al. 
("Brown", US 2004/0123320), in view of Chi et al. ("Chi", US 7,028,053 B2), in view of 
Phillips (US 2004/0205504 A1) as applied to claims 43, 48 and 53, and further in view of 
Johnston, Jr. et al. ("Johnston", US 5,561,444). 
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As per claim 44, although the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing 
with a plurality of images wherein said step of providing a transition effect further 
comprises transitioning from said first semantic level at which said one of said plurality 
of images is displayed to said second semantic level by changing a size of said one of 
said plurality of images (Daily: paragraphs [0049]; paragraphs [0039], [0054] and 
[0055]), the modified Daily does not explicitly disclose simultaneously changing a size of 
said one of said plurality of images and translating said one of said plurality of images 
from a first location on a display to a second location, different from said first location, 
on said display. Johnston teaches simultaneously changing a size of said one of said 
plurality of images and translating said one of said plurality of images from a first 
location on a display to a second location, different from said first location, on said 
display (col. 7, lines 21-50). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Johnston with the method of the modified Daily in 
order to provide users with a visual feedback. 

As per claim 45, the modified Daily teaches a method for interfacing with a 
plurality of images comprising animating said translation of said one of said plurality of 
images from said first location to said second location (Johnston: col. 7, lines 21-50). 

Claims 49 and 54 are individually similar in scope to claim 44 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 50 and 55 are individually similar in scope to claim 45 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Inquires 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00 am to 
3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached at (571) 272-4124. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ivn 

Patent Examiner 
September 6, 2008 



/Stephen S. Hong/ 
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